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For: 
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MATERIAL 

1711 

Ana Lucrecia Woodward 

RESPONSE 



April 24, 2006 



Mail Stop: Amendment 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria. VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 



In response to the Office Action mailed March 23, 2006, Applicants 
respectfully elect the Group I claims, that is, claims 1-16, with the Examiner contends 
are drawn to a process for producing a polyamide composite material. As set forth in 
the following, this election is made with traverse. 

Note that a common feature in all of the claims is the method by which the 
polyamide composite material is formed. 

The contention by the Examiner that, in the present case, "the product [of the 
Group II claims] as claimed can be made by a materially different process such as by 
simultaneous melt blending the components", is noted. However, the Examiner's 
attention is respectfully directed to page 11 , lines 13-27 of Applicants' Specification. 
In this regard, note especially the description therein that if a whole amount of the 
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polyamide A1 , the polyamide A2 and the organized clay B are fed through the feed port 
(a), the polyamides come to be excessively hot by a shear force applied thereto to 
lower the viscosity, resulting in poor dispersion and/or distribution of the organized clay 
B; and, in addition, since the polyamides are degraded or damaged by the heat 
generated during the l<neading, Yl is increased, the amount of gels or fish eyes is 
increased and draw-down is likely to occur in the process for forming films and sheets 
because of the lowered molecular weight and melt viscosity, thereby reducing the 
commercial values of the resultant composite material and its shaped articles. Thus, 
contrary to the contention by the Examiner in Item 2 on page 2 of the Office Action 
mailed March 23, 2006, it is respectfully submitted that Applicants' disclosure as a 
whole rebuts the conclusion by the Examiner that the product "as claimed" can be 
made by a materially different process "such as by simultaneous melt blending the 
components". 

In addition, it is again emphasized that a common feature according to the 
present invention is the processing utilized in forming the composite material, which can 
be made into, e.g., a packaging container. In view of this common processing feature, 
it is respectfully submitted that it would not constitute an undue burden to consider all of 
the claims presently pending in the above-identified application, in the present 
application. See Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) 803. 

In any event, it is noted that the method claims are being elected herein. Noting 
desirable features achieved in the product formed by the presently claimed invention, 
which features constitute properties/structure of the product formed, it is respectfully 
submitted that upon allowance of method claims that the product claims, including 
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claims 14 and 15, and also including claim 16, should be re-joined in the above- 
identified application, and allowed therein, even if the Examiner maintains the present 
Restriction Requirement. 

In view of all the foregoing, reconsideration and withdrawal of the Restriction 
Requirement as set forth in the Office Action mailed March 23, 2006, and examination 
of all claims presently in the application, in the above-identified application, in due 
course, are respectfully requested. At least, it is respectfully submitted that restriction 
between the Group I and Group II claims should be withdrawn, with these Group I and II 
claims being considered on the merits in the above-identified application. Moreover, 
upon allowance of method claims, it is respectfully submitted that any withdrawn claims, 
within Groups II and III, should be re-joined in the above-identified application and 
allowed therein. 

In any event, in order to provide a complete response to the Office Action mailed 
March 23, 2006, Applicants respectfully elect the Group I claims (claims 1-13, which 
the Examiner contends are drawn to a process for producing a polyamide composite 
material), this election being made with traverse. 

Accordingly, examination of at least the Group I claims, on the merits, in due 
course, is respectfully requested. 

To the extent necessary, Applicants petition for an extension of time under 37 
CFR 1,136. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this 
paper, including extension of time fees, to the Antonelli, Terry, Stout & Kraus, LLP 
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Deposit Account No. 01-2135 (Docket No. 396.43162X00), and please credit any 
excess fees to such Deposit Account. 



1300 North Seventeenth Street, Suite 1800 

Arlington, Virginia 22209 

Telephone: (703)312-6600 

Facsimile: (703)312-6666 

WIS/gjb 



Respectfully submitted, 



ANTONELLI, TERRY, STOUT & KRAUS, LLP 




William I. Solomon 
Reg. No. 28,565 " 



